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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 9/21//2001 . 
Claims 1-39 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Robinson et al., "New 
Approaches to Creating and Testing Internationalized Software", 11-1998. 

Given the broadest reasonable interpretation of followed claims in light of the specification. 
As per Claim 1 : Robinson discloses: "A method, comprising: 

integrating a pseudo localization process with a build process, wherein the pseudo localization 
process includes at least one pseudo localization utility application (See Page 31 , Figure 2; see page 30, 
Figure 1, "English", "French": at least one pseudo localization utility application); 

executing the at least one pseudo localization utility application to generate pseudo-translated 
locale-dependant code, wherein executing the at least one pseudo localization utility application includes: 

(a) retrieving locale-dependant code from at least one storage location (See Figure 1 , Solution 1 
inputted into Traditional Process Flow); 
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(b) altering an appearance of the locale-dependant code (See Figure 1 , the box "Translate the 
Message Catalog into Multiple Languages", "Test 11 8N code Using Default Message Catalog ": locale- 
dependant code, See Figures 4 and 5, pages 32 and 33, respectively: altering an appearance; see page 
32, Solution 1); and 

(c) storing the altered locale-dependant code in at least one second storage location (See Figure 
1 , the box "Test 11 8N code Using Translated Message Catalog ": in at least one second storage location); 
and generating a pseudo-language build with the pseudo-translated locale-dependant code. n (See Figure 
5: a pseudo-language build, see page 32, Solution 1). 

As per Claim 2 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, further comprising: 
testing the pseudo-language build; and 

identifying at least one internationalization bug." (See page 30, right column, Process Flow: 
indentations 2 and 3). 

As per Claim 3 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 2, wherein the internationalization bug 
comprises a hard-coded string, a hard-coded format, or a hard-coded reference to a translation" (See 
page 33, left column, Challenge 2). 

As per Claim 4 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 2, wherein identifying the at least one 
internationalization bug comprises discovering unaltered locale-dependant code in the user-interface" 
(See page 33, right column, Challenge 3, the last 3 steps). 

As per Claim 5 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein altering the appearance of the 
locale-dependant code comprises adding at least one prefix character to the locale-dependant code' 1 (See 
page 34, Figures 6 and 7: discussing a Japanese preceding string). 

As per Claim 6 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises at least one multi-byte character" (See page 34, Figures 6 and 7: a Japanese character 
comprises at least one multi-byte character). 

As per Claim 7 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises at least one right-to-left character" (See page 34: Solution 3: language independent test, target 



Application/Control Number: 09/960,580 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2122 

language : Noted that a target language depends on its writing style: some target language having writing 
style from right to left). 

As per Claim 8 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 5, wherein the at least one prefix character 
comprises a prefix string including at least one multi-byte character and at least one right-to-left character" 
(See rationale of Claim 7 and 8 above). 

As per Claim 9 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo localization 
utility application comprises at least one server message specific utility, and the locale-dependant code 
comprises at least one server message" (See page 33, right column, Challenge 3, the last 3 steps, and 
referring to 'test case"). 

As per Claim 10 : Robinson discloses: The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one repository string specific utility, and the locale- 
dependant code comprises at least one repository string" (See page 30, Figure 1: "Help", "Aide"). 
As per Claim 1 1 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one resource file specific utility, and the locale-dependant 
code comprises at least one resource file" (See page 30, Figure 1: "Help menu" in English and French). 
As per Claim 12 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the at least one pseudo 
localization utility application comprises at least one utility application (Figures 8 and 9: HTML version) 
capable of retrieving or altering at least one element of user-interface code of a type selected from a 
group, including; a server message, a repository string, a static ill file, and a seed data file n (Discussed in 
Figure 2; and see Figures 7 and 8, buttons in English and Japanese characters). 
As per Claim 13 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the build process comprises a 
database build process (Figure 2), the at least One pseudo localization utility application comprises at 
least one seed data file specific utility, and the locale-dependant code comprises at least one seed data 
file" (See page 35, Figures 8 and 9: "HTML version of an English help page and HTML version of a 
Japanese Help page). 

As per Claim 14 : Robinson discloses: "The method of Claim 1, wherein the build process comprises a 
software build process" (Figure 2; and particularly, page 30: "Developing Internationalized Software"). 
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As per Claims 15-28 : See rationale respectively of Claims 1 to 14 above, 



As per Claims 29-39 : See rationale respectively of Claim 1,5-14 above. 



Conclusion 



4. 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 



Mullaney, US No. 5,917,484, discloses multilingual configuration system. 

Garcia et al., "A Three-layer DSS Based on Multi-Objective Value Analysis for 
Internationalization of Software Products and Services", discloses a decision support system for assisting 
and enhancing software products in global market. 

Kokkotos et al., "An Architecture for Designing Internationalized Software", discloses a system 
for localization/internationalization that provides an end-user with modification abilities. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Ted T. Vo whose telephone number is (703) 308-9049. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM ET. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone 
are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam, can be reached on (703) 305-4552. 

The fax phone numbers: 

(703) 872-9306 (for formal communication intended for entry); 

(703) 746-5429 (for informal or draft communication, please label "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"). 
Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding should be 
directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 




Patent Examiner 
Art Unit: 2122 
July 16, 2004 



